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FEMINISM
Beatrix Campbell spoke at 
many meetings in Australia 
during her visit last April. The 
visi t  was spo nsor ed  by  
Australian Left Review as part 
of the Marx centenary. In this 
paper, based on the topic 
"Marxism and Feminism", 
Beatrix Campbell challenges 
socialists to think of the ways in 
which class struggle had  
demobi l i sed the social ist  
imperative. In one sense, she 
asserts, socialism has been 
spoiled by men. In a critical 
survey of women's movement 
she polemizes with various 
strands of the movement and 
suggests that a problem for 
women is that it is a very 
unusual experience for them to 
fight to win or to win.
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T R A N S F O R M IN G  
T H E  S O C IA LIS T  
M O V E M E N T
I want to ta lk about the problem s that we face in the w om en's movement, the problem  of our demands that were form ulated on the basis of certain 
material cond itions which no longer 
exist because o f the recession.
I also want to talk about the 
d ifferences between the tendencies 
w ith in  an increasingly dispersed 
w om en's liberation movement and not 
fo r sectarian reasons but to  c lea rify  the 
objectives o f the socia list fem in ist 
movement. One of the contrad ic tions 
that women face in relation to marxism 
is that on the one hand we have an 
experience of a po litica l practice and 
po litica l theory that demonstrates the 
ways in w hich the cap ita lis t econom y 
produces the means in itia lly , the 
occasion for, if noth ing else, o f the 
com bination of workers. But the 
u n p re d ic ta b le  e le m e n t in th a t 
experience of com bination and if you 
like the alchem y by which w orkers ' 
organisation gets produced is the 
problem  of women — fo r us and fo r the 
w orkers ' movement itself. We have to 
th ink about the ways in w hich the 
m arxist theory of the operation of the 
laws of the capita lis t labour market, 
have to be m odified, potently, by the 
evidence of the resilience o f patriarchy 
in tha t cap ita lis t econom y and in 
cap ita lis t social relations. Once that 
m od ifica tion  is secured what becomes 
clear is that the econom ism  o f the 
western w orkers ’ movement w hich is 
part of its cris is and the cris is of 
socia lism  today, can be understood, 
not w ho lly  but certa in ly partia lly  by 
reference to  an analysis o f the 
patriarchal o rig ins of the workers' 
movement. And so what we have really 
is tw o spheres that we have to look at 
as m arxist fem inists. One is the theatre 
of s trugg le  in the enterprise and the 
way in which the position o f men as 
breadw inners has been fough t fo r and
dem anded  and re p ro d u c e d  the  
subord ination of women. The other is 
the struggle in society, at the level of 
politics. Here we see the developm ent 
of the state, part o f whose function  is to  
intervene in social life  and the sexual 
d iv is ion of labour. It has become clear 
tha t any analysis of the state has to 
involve an analysis o f the state's 
relation to the sphere o f reproduction 
and the function  of women, which is an 
increasingly unstable func tion  in 
western societies.
W hat's im portant about all th is is that 
fem inism  jo ins w ith the endeavour to 
renew the m arxist movem ent itself. It 
seems to me inevitable, but d ifficu lt, to  
find  some means of un iting  the 
attem pts of the men's movement, the 
men's marxist movement, to  c ritica lly  
renew its old trad itions and the 
developm ent of a w om en's movement 
w hich exists partly as a c ritic ism  of the 
way in which the men's m ovem ent has 
developed. So the wom en's movement 
finds itself in an odd position vis a vis 
the men's movement w hich is tha t it is 
both part of the po litics  of the left and is 
a critique  of the po litics  o f the left. I 
th ink that there is a sense in w hich over 
the last decade that re la tionship  of 
c ritique  and presence has become 
clearer and clearer. My experience of 
the early days of the wom en's 
liberation movement was tha t it was 
te rrib ly  d ifficu lt fo r socia list fem in ists 
to relinquish a prim ary a llegiance to 
the socia list movement. And there was 
a sense in which we constantly 
affirm ed, its not men, its the system, 
that is the issue, and so the socia list 
fem in ist presence w ith in  wom en's 
liberation was often bereft o f many of 
the po litica l in itia tives w hich in the end 
radical fem inism  was able to  mobilise. 
This was because of the d iffidence we 
had in addressing the problem  o f men, 
and the construction  of m asculin ity
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and what the terms w ould be o f an 
alliance between men and women in 
the socia list movement, given that, in a 
certain sense, the socia list movement 
was a men's movmeent. H is to rica lly  it 
has been a movement that was in the 
image o f men and in its practices 
affirm ed a cu lt o f m asculin ity. But it 
also was that the men's movement was 
the socia list -m ovement, so our 
re la tionship  to it was extrem ely 
problem atic. And I th ink that our 
reluctance to  exp lore the problem  of 
men and m asculin ity  was a function  of 
socia list fem in ist attem pts to remain 
w ith in  the pale of the socia list 
movement.
Here I want to say som ething about 
the ways in w hich fem inists related to 
the attem pts by the socia list movement 
to develop a theory of a lliances in the 
post-war period, because I th ink that 
th e o ry  o f a llia n c e  is e x tre m e ly  
im portant to the way that we th ink 
socia list fem inism . And its on ly now 
that fem inism  is able to confidently  
assert its critique  of that theory of 
alliances. W hat was being tentative ly 
explored in European com m unist 
parties and in the left in general was a 
cris is w ith in  the movement itself. What 
the movem ent was having to cope w ith 
was the developm ent of a massive 
labour movem ent strugg ling  d irectly  
w ith capital in the w ork-p lace and the 
gap between tha t and the developm ent 
of mass socia list consciousness. This 
has p re o c c u p ie d  th e  m a r x is t  
m o v e m e n t s in c e  its  in c e p t io n ,  
certa in ly  since the bolshevik period 
and the developm ent of mass reform ist 
non-revo lu tionary parties.
Now fo r fem inism  that problem  has 
on ly  more recently become clear, and 
we've b rought our analyses to th is gap 
between class struggle and socia list 
struggle. Feminism is now  able to 
insert its c ritique  of the ways in which
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c la s s  s t ru g g le  d e m o b ilis e d  th e  
socia list imperative, because there was 
som ething about the way in which the 
men's movement articulated tFie 
interest of men and those interests 
always involved the subordination of 
w o m e n . T h a t re la t io n s h ip ,  th e  
c o m p u ls io n  to  p r o d u c e  th e  
subord ina tion  of women, dem obilised 
and detonated the socia list imperative. 
So there 's a snse in which one wants to 
suggest tha t socialism  has been 
spoiled by men.
Now it w ould be easy to say we are the saviours o f socialism , and if life  was tha t simple we w ould save it and we w ould all live happily 
ever after , but the fact is that we still 
have to  negotiate and relate it to tha t 
men's movement. When I'm ta lk ing 
about the men's movement, I th ink  tha t 
the w hole th ing  about alliances is 
c la rified  because the lim its of the 
theory o f a lliances are revealed in the 
way tha t a lliances are postulated. What 
you have is alliances between the 
w ork ing  class and a catalogue o f other 
categories — youth, blacks, women, 
the  d is a b le d , c r im in a ls , h o u s e ­
breakers, the discontents, right? Now 
what that fo rm ula tion  assumes is that 
th is lo t are not this, right? The w orking 
class remains given, and what has to be 
added to  the m ixture is th is lo t over 
here, who are not in the w orking class. 
Thieves are not in the w orking class, 
women are not in the w orking class,
blacks we know are not in the w orking 
class. As it happens you then have the 
m ajority  who are not in the w orking 
class but are on th is side. And what can 
be an offence is that the panoply of 
d iscontents are all represented over on 
this side, and in a certain sense the real 
rebellions are represented here, but on 
that side we have this given category 
which is not problem atic, which is the 
w ork ing  class.
A t its  w o rs t th is  p a r t ic u la r  
fo rm ula tion  of a theory of a lliances 
says that th is lot should shape up, and 
associate themselves w ith that lot, who 
are grown up, com pleted and who are 
really engaged in the real struggles 
w ith the real enemy. Now o f course the 
problem  w ith that is that the w orking 
class movement is problem atic and in a 
sense the other groups represent a 
critique  of th is vast category, but th is 
vast category doesn 't know it yet.
The fem in ist movement has most 
c learly articu lated the critique of this 
vast sector because in a certa in sense it 
is saying the problem is w ith this 
group, w hich the socia list movement 
hasn't problem atised. The w om en's 
movement is the firs t w hich comes 
along and says, that the kind of po litics 
w hich are created here aren 't a 
problem  fo r us, because we cannot 
partic ipate in it, even if we are allowed 
to, which fo r a very long tim e we 
n a v e n 't .  We c a n n o t p a r t ic ip a te  
because these po litics are not in our 
image. There are no com m odious 
places fo r us in these form s of class 
struggle. And yet c learly there ’s a 
sense in w hich this kind o f class 
strugg le  does articu la te  some of our 
interests, bu t does it?
W hat is Drougm iO m ind is tne h istory o f w om en's c ritique  of th is kind of class struggle. 
It's  expressed in the words of a veteran
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“ No cause can be won between dinner 
and tea, and most o f us who were  
married had to work with one hand tied 
behind us. ”  Hannah M itchell
A meeting of members of the Women’s Social and Political Union which fought for women’s sufferage in England. Hannah 
M itchell was a member in the early days.
socia lis t fem inist, a w orking class 
socia lis t fem in is t who says: "The 
revo lu tion is not created between 
d inner and tea". The awful th ing is the 
many ord inary  banal com plaints that 
women have about the conduct of 
po litica l practice on the left which 
necessarily banish the means of 
w om en's partic ipa tion  in politics. So 
its not s im p ly a m atter of women 
inserting themselves into politics, it is a 
m atter of them transform ing the ways 
w ith in  w h ic h  th a t s tru g g le  is 
conducted, because if it is conducted 
as it has un til now it w ill always be 
conducted in the interests of a group 
that has h is to rica lly  and in practice 
reproduced the subord ination of 
women. So one's left w ith the question, 
when th ink ing  about alliances: what's 
in it fo r us? And its a rude question, and 
people th ink  that you 're  rude fo r
asking it. But the tim e's long gone 
when we don 't have the righ t to ask it, 
and also it seems to me that the very 
cond itions of the recession demand 
that we ask it because som ething has 
to be done to  reconstitute what is now 
shattered in the movement.
Now another brie f word about 
alliances. For a start we have th is 
problem  of the way in w hich the 
a lliance is form ulated and what is 
regarded as the centre of the alliance 
w h ich  is the male w orking class. I th ink 
that the way that theory of a lliances 
has been form ulated actua lly c larifies 
who th inks that its a men's movement. 
Its not just fem inists, men don 't adm it 
it, bu t they th ink  itto o . H is to rica lly  they 
have lots to draw on that confirm s the 
kind of righteousness and p iety o fth e ir  
position, because there's a sense in 
w hich there are many responses of
women to  the way that the men's 
movement conducts itself that relegate 
w om en to  a s ta te  o f p o lit ic a l 
backwardness. We are the prim itives 
as it were in the po litica l spectrum 
w h o s e  r e a c t io n  a g a in s t  th e  
m a s c u lin is m  o f th e  m o v e m e n t 
c h a ra c te r is t ic s  as re c id iv is ts , as 
backward, as, in some way, incom plete 
w ithou t I th ink, ever requ iring that 
anyone make the e ffo rt to find  out why 
it is that certain kinds of reactions are 
reactionary. It may be that they 're  not 
reactionary at all. It seems to me that 
th is is som ething that the labor 
movement has always had the bad 
h a b it  o f lo o k in g  a t w o m e n 's  
com pla in ts against its ways of going 
about th ings as being necessarily 
conservative.
So what we're faced w ith in terms of 
the socia list movement is to  review as
12 ALR W inter 83
fem inists what the balance of power is 
in those re lationships of allies and 
alliances. An im perative fo r us is to  find 
a way of m aking a socia list movement 
jn which fem inism  is a d is tinc t and 
a u to n o m o u s  p a rt, m a k in g  th a t 
movement in some way produce an 
authentic voice fo r women. It is clear, 
amidst the cris is o f the left th roughout 
the west, there is a fatal confusion 
about who its constituency really is, 
who it really represents, and there is a 
failure of popular resonance at the 
same tim e as a sense that the socia list 
movement is b igger and stronger than 
it ever was. What it doesn't understand 
is that there is one fa llow  fie ld left open 
for it and that is women, and what is 
also clear at th is  tim e as disarmament 
emerges as the po litica l weapon par 
excellence of the left, that women are 
now being constitu ted  w illy  n illy  and 
often in quite a rb itra ry ways, as fa llow  
but progressive po litica l force in a way 
that w asn 't c lear before.
T here is som ething else that I th ink we have to look to when we're considering the h istory of these 
two d iffe ren t g roups — at the h istory of 
class struggle, and the kind of 
movement that fem inism  has bu ilt fo r 
itself. There is a sense in which the 
habit o f oppos ition  and opposition ism  
is essential to  the habits of class 
struggle. This is because there is a 
sense in which as long as you feel that 
you've go t a c lear set of objectives, a 
clear enemy ou r side is clear. A ll our 
side then has to do is struggle, bash 
away and demand th ings w hich the 
other side can always give and may be 
is prepared to give. One of the th ings 
that th is  form  o f struggle never does is 
demand that we take responsib ility  fo r 
recreating our co llective self outside 
the determ inants of that re lationship. 
What I mean is that there are form s of 
class struggle  w hich can recreate the 
w orking class as always subordinate, 
as always powerless, as never having 
the means w ith in  itself of becom ing a 
ru ling class. H is to rica lly  that is the 
problem  of the socia list movement 
which is that we, the w ork ing  class, 
have never become, in the developed 
western societies, a ru ling class.
It is not ou r habit, and one of the 
reasons why its not our habit is that the 
very form  of ou r strugg le  constantly 
reproduces the w orking class as 
subordinate. It is in a relation of appeal, 
a lbeit aggressive appeal, but it is a 
relation o f appeal to the enemy.
The form  tha t fem inism  h isto rica lly  
has taken is qu ite  the opposite, 
because in a fu rthe r sense fem inism 
starts from  the belief that being 
subordinate is a problem, its horrible, 
its  d e s p e ra te ly  d a m a g in g , and 
fem inism  well understands the nature 
o f th e  c o n t r a c t  b e tw e e n  th e
subordinate psyche and the dom inant 
psyche. It was in the very fib re  of our 
being so much so that it was 
inescapable a part o f the way in w hich 
fem inism  created itself as a po litica l 
movement. It always has had this 
investment tha t part of the function  of 
the movement is to enable women to 
survive the cond ition  of subordination 
and come out of it on the other side as 
the kind o f person who is not 
subordinate. So fem inism  is about 
transform ing the human subject in a 
way that the habits of class struggle 
really have fo rgotten. I don 't th ink  that 
was always the case w ith class struggle 
but certa in ly  that is one o f its 
characteristics now. It doesn't take the 
collective self o f the w orking class as a 
problem atic from  w hich it starts. Its 
way of being a class is a problem to it 
and its go t to  do som ething about itself
England, where it seems to me that the 
tragedy of ou r recent h is to ry is that 
workers, on a massive scale, have 
lunged into action m otivated by the 
m ost pow erfu l feelings o f com m itm ent 
to  the ir industries, particu la rly  in the 
pub lic  sector, and com m itm ent to 
certa in kinds of work, and com m itm ent 
to  certain feelings of d iscontent which 
have never really found expression on 
the po litica l plane. They have always 
been translated in to  another kind of 
d e m a n d , w h ic h  d is s o lv e d  th e  
orig ina to rs  of the d iscontent. W hat's 
happened is that we've had massive 
waves of m ilitancy, for wages, which 
were often motivated by strong 
though ts  about life  and about the 
meaning of life, but these m otivations 
never had a po litica l expression. So 
there's a sense in w hich there's a
c h ronic gap between people 's fee lings
The awful thing is the many ordinary banal complaints that women 
have about the conduct of political practice on the left which 
necessarily banish the means of women's participation in politics. So 
its not simply a matter of women Inserting themselves into politics, it  is 
a matter of them transforming the ways within which that struggle is 
conducted, because if it is conducted as it has until now it will always be 
conducted in the interests of a group that has historically and In 
practice reproduced the subordination of women.
in order to  not be tha t any more.
So fem inism , in its very form  takes 
re s p o n s ib il ity  fo r  the  c o lle c t iv e  
transform ation of wom en's way of 
being women, and it starts from  the 
prem ise that fem in in ity  itself is a 
problem. So really fem inism  starts 
from a com plete ly d ifferent place in 
every possible way from  the w orking 
class m ovem ent and what it has to  do is 
always to  draw on and to recru it an 
e x p e r ie n c e  o f p e rs o n a l, o fte n  
im m obilis ing, d iscontent. But what's 
also clear is that s im ply relying on 
experience to produce po litics isn 't 
enough. And to rely on a form at of 
organisation which facilita tes that 
developm ent is not enough to secure 
our presence in politics. So fem inism  is 
faced w ith an awkward dynam ic, which 
is that the th ing  which has been the 
engine of our subord ination is not the 
engine o r not necessarily the means of 
our presence in politics. And it is not 
necessarily the engine of another of 
our imperatives w hich is to transform  
the socia list movement so tha t it 
re p re se n ts  us. O th e r fo rm s  o f 
in tervention are demanded of us.
I want to  invite you to have these 
matters in you r mind, because I th ink 
that the kind o f po litica l instrum ents 
that a rticu la te  frank d iscontent are 
very, very im portant, they're  also very 
problem atic, and whatever it is tha t we 
do, we have to find  po litica l means that 
c o n t in u e  to  h o n o u r  w o rk e rs ' 
d iscontent. I'm saying that partly on 
the basis of an insular experience of
o f d is c o n te n t and how  th e y 're  
represented at the po litica l level.
What I'm  driv ing at is that what's 
im portan t about fem inism  is that it is 
always about a kind o f po litics  that 
sees us as the subjects of class 
fo rm ation , we are not s im ply the 
agents of social transform ation, we are 
also the subjects of tha t transform ­
ation. So fem inism  has to  hang on to 
that form  of representation of itself, but 
is clear that that is also very 
prob lem atic when it comes to dealing 
w ith the ins titu tion  of politics.
Now I want to move on to  ta lk a little  
b it about the problem s tha t the 
wom en's movement faces. For a start 
its clear that you can 't ju s t talk about 
the w om en's movement, and tha t we're 
go ing to have to learn that there is a 
w om en's movement and that there 
isn't. It doesn 't all meet in the same 
place, we don ’t all go to  the same 
th ings so we can recognise ourselves 
as a movement, and that can be an 
aw ful problem  because it means we are 
no t always sure if we've still got the 
movement. But really it is clear that 
there is a movement and that its alive 
and well and kicking in all sorts of 
d iffe ren t places, doing difference 
th ings. I'm  not sure w hether you have 
experienced that kind of anxiety but we 
certa in ly  have had it and it is mixed up 
w ith  the c ritique  of fem in in ity , the 
re la tionsh ip  to  hetereosexuality and 
the re la tionship  to  men, and" it is the 
re la tionsh ip  to men w h ich  most 
s ign ifican tly  strategically, divides us. It
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b e in g  w om en, a n d  it starts from  the p rem ise  that fem in in ity  is a p rob lem .
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seems to me that there is no escape 
from  th ink ing  about those differences. 
Because inevitably, of course, the 
th ing  that unites all o f us w ith in  those 
divides is tha t fem inism  necessarily 
.d isrupts wom en's re la tionship  to men. 
I t  is  a c r i t i q u e  o f  n o r m a l  
heterosexuality. It is a c ritique  of the 
construction  of normal fem in in ity  and 
th a t m eans th a t it n e ce ssa rily  
re p re se n ts  a d is ru p tio n  o f th e  
consensus o f comm onsense about 
what men and women are, and what 
the ir re la tionsh ip  to each other is. The 
problem  is how do you m obilise 
po litica lly  around tha t piece of 
in form ation.
hat seems to me problem atic 
now  is that we have w ith in  
radical fem in ism  a form  of 
po litics  w hich cla im s all that anger 
about men and heterosexuality. It 
builds an existentia l po litics which 
bases itself on one of the prim ary 
features of fem inism , w hich is that the 
personal is po litica l. There is a sense in 
which radical fem inism  is only a 
po litics of the personal. A t the same 
time, of course, radical fem inism  has 
always kept alive very boldly, that 
personal d im ension. It w ill never 
re linqu ish those feelings of anger, but 
it does w ork on the assum ption that 
anger is the on ly energy that you need 
po litica lly , and there is a sense in 
w hich it seems to me, that in that 
respect the anger of radical fem inism  is 
both pow erfu l and in fluentia l but has 
all the same problem s that I described 
earlier in the habits of class struggle 
because it depends on always being in 
opposition. It depends on a sense of 
being powerless and in the end, 
despite the fact that it attem pts to 
produce a pow erfu l argum ent from  a 
position of powerlessness, it depends 
on a se n se  o f p o w e rle s s n e s s . 
S tra teg ica lly  in the long term tha t's  an 
orienta tion w hich is doom ed to find 
itself always cast in the role of the 
victim . In fact it is dependent on 
victim isation.
It is also a fact that it does represent a 
kind of rem obilisa tion of angers about 
many of the righ t th ings and it keeps 
alive and constantly  re-ignites an 
anger w hich does belong to the 
trad ition  of fem inism .
I w on 't go into all the argum ent 
w hich no doub t you 're  all fam ilia r w ith 
about the way in which sexual po litics 
are personal po litics  and are the 
po litics  of radical fem inism . That 
trad ition  is som ething w hich I would 
never in the end w ho lly  want to 
d ishonour, o r d iscla im  because it is a 
very im portan t feature of fem in ist life. 
The th ing  tha t is w orry ing  about it 
however is w hat is now happening to  it. 
Because it is a po litics  w hich depends 
on a feeling o f terror, som ething
happens to  the re lationship to women 
in that po litics. In the end what it does it 
to  make men always, absolutely, 
im m utab ly powerful. The only people 
who can be addressed in fluentia lly  
(w ith in  tha t scenario) are women. 
W h a t w e 're  n o w  s e e in g  is a 
concom itan t to that firs t phase of 
radical fem inism , which is a kind of 
r e p r e s e n ta t io n  o f p o l i t ic s  as 
powerlessness, victim  and v ic tim is­
ation. But now a new dim ension is 
added to it w h ich is of betrayal and 
treachery. And there is a sense in 
which one arm of that trad ition  is now 
obsessed w ith the treachery o f other 
women. So it becomes a po litics which 
im plodes against women. It is not a 
po litics w hich attem pts to represent 
the anger of all women. What I mean is 
that in the end it is doomed to be 
divisive.
And that is already em erging in the 
w riting  or the w ork of people like Mary 
Daly and Andrea Dworkin who has 
w ritten a book about the mass of 
women being rightw ing, being the 
tra ito rs to fem inism . It reproduces all 
those bad habits o f blam ing the victim  
that we're all so fam ilia r w ith. And I 
don 't know how we cope w ith it. Maybe 
we don 't have to.
On the o ther hand, where does socia lis t fem inism  take itself, given that it has become very 
evident that the fem inist experience, 
the p roduction  of a critique of normal 
life and of m en’s re lationship to 
women, is d ifficu lt to represent 
p o l it ic a l ly ,  o r to  fin d  s tra te g ic  
expression. Very often it also casts you 
in a re la tionsh ip  of exile from  the 
mainstream of popular consensus and 
popu lar po litics. I th ink therefore that 
an urgent objective fo r socia list 
fe m in is m  is to  s a fe g u a rd  th a t 
experience of personal anger and 
personal d isconten t and the critique of 
p e rs o n a l l i f e  a n d  s e c u re  its  
representation in the mainstream.
And here is where I come up to 
generalities really, because I don 't 
know how you do that, but it seems to 
me that it has to be done. We have to 
th ink of both our responsib ility  fo r 
s a fe g u a r d in g  an  a u to n o m o u s  
w om en's movement, which must be 
the reference po in t fo r w om en's 
partic ipa tion  in the world w ithou t 
which we do not partic ipate in the 
w orld, w hile  find ing  a form  fo r our 
po litics w hich allows in tervention at 
m u ltip le  levels. On the one hand we 
m u s t p r o t e c t  th a t  d is p e r s e d  
autonom ous movement but at the 
same tim e (and th is  makes us very 
busy and worn out) secure our 
in tervention in to socialism  to save the 
socia list movement from  itself. And we 
must also secure our in tervention in 
the cu ltu re  and in the institu tions of
po litics which are c ruc ia lly  related to  
the cond ition  of women and the 
transitions in the cond itions o f women.
So what we are left w ith as socia list 
fem in ists is that we've really got to  get 
our act together when it comes to 
th ink ing  strategically. We are engaged 
in, as it were, a civil war There is a war 
between men and women and I don 't 
m e a n  th a t  in  th e  s e n s e  o f 
heterosexuality has been death fo r 
women since it began. We have to 
assume actua lly that re lationships 
between men and women are available 
to transform ation. Women are not 
powerless. Men are not abso lute ly 
powerful. The re lationship between 
the tw o can be interfered w ith and 
transform ed. The question is, what w ill 
be the form s of po litica l in tervention 
tha t w ill secure that?
But at the po litica l level, I th ink we 
have to imagine the movement as a 
strategic movement, and not as the 
piecemeal th ing that we have so often 
experienced. What we have to  go for, is 
a kind of em otional terrorism , and then 
actua lly th ink  stra teg ica lly about the 
battles that we have to fig h t because 
we can win them. And that is 
som ething that is very unusual in the 
experience of women — figh ting  to win 
and w inn ing.
Iron ica lly, the recession is both the best and the w orst cond ition  in w hich we have to place ourselves in 
politics, because it both c larifies the 
way in w hich that kind o f in tervention 
is necessary to us and is necessary to 
the socia list movement, but also 
endangers our demands. So there is an 
urgency in try ing  to th ink ourselves 
into a state which sees the kind of 
battles w hich we now wage in that civil 
war as being part of a war of both 
m anoeuvre and position and that it is 
very im portan t that we p ick our fights 
very carefu lly, and go to win.
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